82 Horn (Cornu)

According to the Philosopher, book three, De animalibus, c. 3,
 horns are given to animals in the place of arms for defending themselves and attacking. Thus, spiritually two horns are given to bishops by the Church in a sign that these are excellent in each testament through which they can defend themselves from temptations and others against heretics and to attack vices. In a sign of which the face of Moses,
 after he had received the law from the Lord on the mountain, appeared horned, Exod. 34[:28-35]. A horned ram ought to be the leader of the flock and not another.
¶ Again, according to Aristotle, as above,
 an animal ought to be horned on the head, and not elsewhere. So, the superior ought to have sanctity in the head (capite) not only in the book (codice).

¶ Because of which, concerning the superior it is said, [Psal. 148:14]: “He has exalted the horn of his people.” Anna, from whom Samuel was born, who would be a superior among the people, said, “My horn is exalted,” [1 Kings 2:1]. To be otherwise exalted it falls quickly and is not capable for the fight. Sometimes we see that the spur of the rooster through violence is transferred from the foot and inserted on the head, but this does not help the rooster in the fight.
¶ If there be some who violently become superiors from the underlings they lose their power of doing good, who perhaps did better in an inferior state, Amos 6[:14]: “Have we not taken unto us horns by our own strength?”

¶ A certain pseudo prophet Sedecias made himself horns of iron for prophesizing and was found to be a liar, [3 Kings 22:11]. 

¶ Note that sometimes under the horns of a ram grows a worm and then it harms the sheep and does not defend them.
 Thus, sometimes under the horns of authority grows the worm of wrath and indignation, Dan. 8[:4]: “I saw the ram pushing with his horns against” the east. On the contrary it is in the lamb which may have horns; however, it does not have a worm and therefore does not harm, Apo. 5[:6]: “And I saw ... a Lamb standing as it were slain, having seven horns.” 
¶ Again, Apo. 13[:11]: “He had two horns, like a lamb.” Again, it is to be noted according to the Philosopher, book 8, De animalibus, c. 3,
 a stag does not appear until the horns have grown for him and then he seeks the sun for drying his horns. First, he goes to a tree for rubbing and then he goes out secure who has arms. Thus, superiors ought not in the beginning appear unless bled in each testament.
¶ A turtle, because it has soft horns,
 for the touch of a stalk or for a drop of water, withdraws its horns. Thus, some who are not solid in goodness are found wanting in temptations.

¶ Again, according to the Philosopher, book 2, De animalibus,
 no animal has a solid horn except the stag. In a sign that superiors ought to be perfect. According to the Philosopher, book 13, De animalibus, c. 3, teeth
 and horns are of the same nature. Therefore, according to him, animals which have horns do not have teeth in the upper jaw. Thus, many superiors have in the lower part because they have discernment toward inferiors, not to superiors.

¶ Again also the Philosopher, book 2, De animalibus,
 animals having horns have four feet, except the horned serpent. Thus, a superior ought to have fame in four distinctions unless he is a sinner like a serpent. And note that sometimes a minister of the church puts a shining horn over a burning candle and then extinguishes the light. Thus, often when dignity is sought over the foolish it shines less than before. Here, however, note that a horn can be compared to the just man, for a horn has in material solidity, in form virtuosity, in site sublimity for resisting the crooked and the enemies of the Church, virtuosity for conquering, sublimity for reigning.
� Aristotle, Parts of Animals 3.1, 661b27-662a6 (Barnes 1:1031): A general principle must here be noted, which will be found applicable not only in this instance but in many others that will occur later on. Nature allots each weapon, offensive and defensive alike, to those animals alone that can use it; or, if not to them alone, to them in a more marked degree; and she allots it in its most perfect state to those that can use it best; and this whether it be a sting, or a spur, or horns, or tusks, or what it may of a like kind. 





Thus as males are stronger and more choleric than females, it is in males that such parts as those just mentioned are found, either exclusively, as in some species, or more fully developed, as in others. For though females are of course provided with such parts as are no less necessary to them than to males, the parts, for instance, which subserve nutrition, they have even these in an inferior degree, and the parts which answer no such necessary purpose they do not possess at all. This explains why stags have horns, while does have none; why the horns of cows are different from those of bulls, and, similarly, the horns of ewes from those of rams. It explains also why the females are often without spurs in species where the males are provided with them, and accounts for similar facts relating to all other such parts.





� Jerome, Commentriourm in Ezechielem 12.5 (PL 25:375): Denique post quadraginta dies, vultum Moysi vulgus ignobile, caligantibus oculis, non videbat, quia glorificata erat, sive ut in Hebraico continetur, cornuta facies Moysi.





� Aristotle, Parts of Animals 3.2, 663a35-663b12 (Barnes 1:1034): Rightly too did she act when she chose the head whereon to set the horns; and AEsop's Momus is beside the mark, when he finds fault with the bull for not having its horns upon its shoulders. For from this position, says he, they would have delivered their blow with the greatest force, whereas on the head they occupy the weakest part of the whole body. Momus was but dull-sighted in making this hostile criticism. For had the horns been set on the shoulders, or had they been set on any other part than they are, the encumbrance of their weight would have been increased, not only without any compensating gain whatso::ver, but with the disadvantage of impeding many bodily operations. For the point whence the blows could be delivered with the greatest force was not the only matter to be considered, but the point also whence they could be delivered with the widest range. But as the bull has no hands and cannot possibly have its horns on its feet or on its knees, where they would prevent flexion, there remains no other site for them but the head; and this therefore they necessarily occupy. In this position, moreover, they are much less in the way of the movements of the body than they would be elsewhere.





� Cf. Isidore of Seville, Etymologiarum 12.1.10 (PL 82.425): Vervex, vel a viribus dictus, quod caeteris ovibus sit fortior, vel quod sit vir, id est, masculus, vel quod vermem in capite habeant; quorum excitati pruritu, invicem se concutiunt, et pugnantes cum magno impetu feriunt.





� Aristotle, History of Animals 9.5, 611b12-17 (Barnes 1:953): The horns at first grow in a kind of skin envelope, and get rough by degrees; when they reach their full size the animal basks in the sun, to mature and dry them. When they need no longer rub them against tree-trunks they quit their hiding places, from a sense of security based upon the possession of arms defensive and offensive.





� Cf. Isidore, Etymologiae 12.6.57 (PL 82:457-458): Caro ejus mollis, et minio similis. Et is tribus modis dicitur, ut testudo, [Col.0458A] ac peloris et conclea; nam et quod edimus, et ubi caro inest, utrumque dicitur peloris.





� Aristotle, History of Animals 3.9, 517a23 (Barnes 1:821): In the case of the stag alone of all animals the hors are solid throughout, and ramify into branches.





� Aristotle, History of Animals 2.1, 501a8-15 (Barnes 1:796): Again, in respect to the teeth, animals differ greatly both from one another and from man. All animals that are quadrupedal, blooded and viviparous, are furnished with teeth; but, to begin with, some are double-toothed (or fully furnished with teeth in both jaws), and some are not. For instance, horned quadrupeds are not double-toothed; for they have not got the front teeth in the upper jaw; and some hornless animals, also, are not double toothed, as the camel. Some animals have tusks, like the boar, and some have not. Further, some animals are saw-toothed, such as the lion, the pard, and the dog; and some have teeth that do not interlock but have flat opposing crowns, as the horse and the ox; and by 'saw-toothed' we mean such animals as interlock the sharp-pointed teeth in one jaw between the sharp-pointed ones in the other.





� Aristotle, History of Animals 2.1, 500a2-7 (Barnes 1:795): But all animals that are horned are quadrupedal, except in cases where a creature is said metaphorically, or by a figure of speech, to have horns; just as the Egyptians describe the serpents found in the neighbourhood of Thebes, while in point of fact the creatures have merely protuberances on the head sufficiently large to suggest such an epithet. Of horned animals the deer alone has a horn, or antler, hard and solid throughout. The horns of other animals are hollow for a certain distance, and solid towards the extremity. The hollow part is derived from the skin, but the core round which this is wrapped-the hard part-is derived from the bones; as is the case with the horns of oxen.








